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THE CHURCH-RATE DEBATE. 


The Church-rate debate has come to be the debate of 
the Session, and the Liberation Society its foremost 
theme. It answers Mr. Disraeli’s purposes that it should 
be so: have the Liberation Society any objection to the 
greatness thrust upon them? The scene at Westminster 
last Wednesday was fully equal in interest to any of 
what some one has spoken of as the Saint Wednesdays of 
former years, but it bad some peculiar features of its 
own. The absence of Mr. Sotheron-Estcourt, the recent 
leader of the opposition to the Bill, was noteworthy, 
and generally regretted on account of its cause. 
Nor was the Prime Minister present throughout— having 
been summoned to Windsor; and, up to an advanced 
period, Mr. Gilpin was the sole occupant of the Treasury 
Bench, with the exception of the Home Secretary, whose 
presence on the occasion was indispensable. But the 
marked peculiarity of the occasion was a further attempt 
at an arrangement which, it was hoped, would satisfy all 
parties, and bring this thirty years’ war to an end. On 
Monday, Lord Alfred Churchill, the brother of the Duke 
of Marlborough, and whose expanding views have led him 
to change sides, had put on the notice-book of the House 
an amendment to be moved in committee in favour of 
the plan broached by Lord Ebury, and endorsed by Mr. 
Bright, for retaining the machinery of the Church-rate, 
and discarding the penalty. It was an olive-branch held 
out by a Liberal-Conservative who had heretofore voted 
against abolition, and who, with Sir J. Trelawny and 
Mr. Walter, is averse to seeing the question used as a 
lever of political ambition,” and objects to the mainten- 
ance of a grievance only adapted to sting and inflame 
Dissenters like moral mosquitoes.” 

The House presented the characteristics usual on the 
Wednesday of the Session. From the outset the 
Strangers’ and Speaker 's galleries were filled, and in the 
latter there was a formidable array of white neckcloths. 
But, far into the debate, the attendance of members was 
scanty. Even Mr. Whiteside did not draw, and not till 
Sir G. Grey rose was there anything like a full audience. 
It is the vote, and not the debate, that absorbs all the 
interest—that one vote of the Session which, as things 
go, exhibits the Opposition as a compact and undivided 
party. On this occasion, however, the ceremonial at 
Marlborough House drew away many members, Dis- 
senters as,well as Churchmen, whose taste in preferring a 
quiet view of the charming Princess of Wales to listen- 
ing to bitter philippics against the assailants of the 
Church, cannot be gaineayed. 

Sir John Trelawny, having gained general credit on 
all sides for his leadership of the abolition movement in 
the House, was careful to say nothing to lessen his 
reputation, though he spoke in a wearied, despairing 
way, not usual in brave and undaunted chiefs who 
never know when they're beaten. He threw upon the 
Conservatives who had rejected the Bill of last Session 
the onus of attempting to settle a question which had 
led Parliament of late years by a Will-o’-the-wisp 
into bogs, quagmires, and all sorts of miseries,” and 
he pointed in lugubrious language to ten or fifteen 
compromises which had all proved abortions. Here 
was the Church with untold wealth — properties 
passing through the hands of Ecclesiastical apd Church 
Estate Commissioners, the fee simple of which represented 
a value of more than eight millions of money~and yet 
would not do without this paltry Church-rate! If they 
wanted a substitute, why not apply part of the capital 
sum accruing from the sale of the Crown advowsons in 
the hands of the Lord Chancellor to that object? But 
Sir John was speaking to those who wanted no substi- 
tute, and who greatly prefer to leave the Church-rate 
question unsettled and make political capital out of it. 

Mr. Gathorne Hardy, who led the opposition by 
moving that the Bill be read a second time that day six 
months, is one of the rising men in the Conservative 
ranks. Under-Secretary for the Home Department under 
Lord Derby, the member for Leominster seemed anxious 
on this occasion to show his capacity for a higher sphere, 
and delivered a carefully-prepared and elaborate speech, 
which greatly delighted his Tory friends, and secured 
many compliments from subsequent speakers. With no 
little art he probed the weak places of the Voluntary 
principle; resuscitated the old story about the Polynesian 


LONI ON: WEDNESDAY, MAY 6, 1803. 


— — — 


— 


— — — — 


missionaries, which provoked an indignant denial from 
Mr. Hadfield; and showed, from some stati-tics, the 
authority for which be did not give, that in six counties 
one-third of the parishes which refused Church-rates in 
1856 levied them in 1861. The proposed voluntary rate of 
Lord Ebury vas a mockery aud an insult "—they were 
not going to walk into that net. They were open to any 
reasonable offer, but abolition struck at the root of an 
essential principle, that a Church Establishment should 
stand in the position of a national establishment.“ One 
remark made by the leading opponent of the Abolition 
Bill is, however, worth treasuring up. The ves- 
tries,” be said, are the places where this question 
should be settled, in the most constitutional manner, 
without hurting any man’s conscience.” It is to be 
regretted that some of the mis-statements and sophis- 
tries of Mr. Hardy were not replied to on the other side. 


Indeed, the Independent Liberals had no voice in the 
debate, with the exception of Sir Charles Douglas, who 
found time to make a telling speech as well as discharge 
the onerous duty of “‘whip.” He was listened to with 
great respect—all the more, perhaps, as he was a member 
of a Select Committee on Church-rates long before the 
Liberation Society was thought of. Sir Charles ex- 
plained in one sentence why the question has retrograded 
in Parliament. Party spirit was brought to bear upon 


the one side, when, from the very nature of the case, 


there being a divided Cabinct upon Church-rate aboli- 
tion, it could not be brought to bear upon the other, 
aod thus the majorities had dwindled away.” 

Mr. Whiteside, who followed after a brief pause, is 
now one of the recognised speakers on this subject ; and 
it is certainly curious, as Sir G. Grey remarked in an 
unexpectedly—happy retort, that a member from 
Ireland, which thirty years ago had so happily got rid 
of Church cess, or rates, should be so zealous in keeping 
up a similar impost in Eogland. However, the great 
Irish lawyer is not only necessary as an advocate, but is 
especially useful in carrying out the maxim, Abuse 
plaintiff's attorney.” The right hon. gentleman is 
evidently well posted up—or coached— in the publications 
of the Liberation Society, and, like a practised lawyer, 
can make much use of quotations. To show the designs 
of that wuch-talked-of organisation, he went back to 
the Conference of 1858, and altogether professed a 
strong sense of the earnestness and ability of its leaders, 
Lapsing into his unfortunate vice of speaking for effect, 
he spoke of somebody (why not have given the 
authority?) having proposed to devote the churches to 
secular uses, for the cake of the flourish— they would 
whitewash Westminster Abbey and turn it into a 
factory or a workhouse,” which of course provoked 
cheers and laughter. Mr. Whiteside roasted Lord 
Palmerston, the political E;icurean,” converted to 
abolition July 13th, 1859, in bis happiest style and with 
pantomimic expression. His lordship could not set 
his individual opinion against the majority.” Well, 
in accordance with the noble lord’s doctrine the sup- 
porters of Church-rates were entitled to ask for his vote 
that day. Zhey would be in the majority, and they 
ought to have the noble lord’s support if the vote of the 
Priwe Minister was to depend on how the wind blew.” 
(Cheers.) The entry of Mr. Stansfeld into the Govern- 
ment was too tempting a topic for Mr. Whiteside to 
pass over, and he drew a lively picture of the member 


for Halifax, the Radical Dissenter, seated on the 


Treasury Bench by the side of Mr. Gladstone, the very 
pet of the Church. 

As we have said, the Home Secretary commenced with 
animation, but be soon subsided into his usual unim- 
pressive volubility. But of course the remarks of an 
authoritative Cabinet Minister are attentively listened 
to. It must be confessed that Sir George Grey showed 
the white feather. The question had been made too 
much of on both sides, and not without reluctance” 
was he about to vote for the second reading of 
the Bill. He was ready to accept the proposed 
compromise for doing away with compulsory Chureh- 
rates. But if that modification were not introduced 
in committee, be should feel himself at liberty to 
abstain from voting on the third reafling. Sir George 
seemed evidently anxious it should be known that he 
spoke for himself, and not for the Cabinet; and his 
cautious speech drew from Lord John Manners the 
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obvious deduction that nothing was further from the 
Home Secretary’s wishes than that the Bill should pass 
through the House. 

If Mr. Whiteside’s speeches are better heard than read, 
those of Lord John Manners are the reverse. His dull, 
lugubrious tones would seem to fortify his oft-repeated 
declaration that the Church is in danger from abolition, 
His lordship is one of those undesigned friends whom 
the Liberation Society (though of “evil and fractious 
spirit“) cannot too much encourage. His long, and some- 
what impatiently listened to, oration was founded on this 
text :—** The House had at last come to the clear, in- 
telligible issue, which was nothing less than this,—was 
the Church of England to be the Established Church of 
the country?” But when his lordship declared that 
**Church-rate abolition is fast dying out in the parishes” 
he can hardly be aware of what has taken place this 
Easter; and we are sorry there was no one to tell him. 

Rising on the back Ministerial benches, Lord Alfred 
Churchill was saluted with ironical cheers from the 
Opposition—a very ominous reception for a man who is 
about to propose a plan to reconcile all differences. As 
his lordship proceeded to explain that, though he had 
voted last year against the Bill, he should on this occasion 
support it, and move in committee a clause which 
would save the rights of the Church,” the Conservative 
members kept up a most animated conversation among 
themselves—a genteel mode of assuring the mediator that 
his suggestions were treated with contempt. Indeed, 
Lord Churchill's well-meant endeavours to settle this 
long-st nding coutroversy are likely to cost him his seat 
for Woodstock, as it is understood he is under notice to 
quit. 

The afternoon now began to wane, and members to 
flock to their seats and around the bar, and in the gal- 
leries —a sure sign that the division was close at band, 
Amongst the quiet spectators over the Conservative 
benches might be seen Lord Stanley, inwardly bewailing, 
possibly, the folly of his friends in staking the Estab- 
lished Church upon such a paltry question as that of 
Church-rates. An incipient ery of Divide“ from the 
voting machines, to whom speeches are a bore unless 
spiced with personal invective, was hushed as Mr. 
Walter rose from the first seat on the front bench below 
the gangway—a seat so long appropriated by the re- 
spected, but bigoted, Sir Robert Harry Inglis. The 
member for Berks is also a staunch Churchman, pretends 
to no sympathy with Dissenters, and is ready to join 
hands against the Liberation Society. But for all that, 
Mr. Walter made the most telling and convincing speech 
of the debate. Church-rates, he said, were an outpost 
of the Church: 

The Dissenters had effected a lodgment in it; they 
could annoy the Church from it, and they could not be 
dislodged. The duty of Churchmen, therefore, was to 
examine carefully 25 * the retention of that position 
was of essential consequence; and if, after careful and 
dispassionate inquiry, it was found that it was not, they 
ought to remove it out of sight at once. They ought to 
deprive the Dissenters of the grievance which gavo 
— an advantage, and then defy them to do their 
wore 
Not less sensible and conclusive was Mr. Walter's expo- 
sure of the bugbear that the Establishment needed 
Charch-rates :— 

He thought that the church ought to be maintained 
chiefly by those who used it, and he saw no objection to 
a modified system of pew-rents, whereby those who 
occupied the best seats should pay for them, leaving the 
greaternumber for the free me ot the poor. He had no faith 
in the compromise of a voluntary rate, which was a con- 
tradiction in terms. But if things came to the worst, a 
system of voluntary subscriptions properly organised 
would afford an ample substitute for the abolition of 
Church-rates. There was no organised machinery for 
collecting voluntary subscriptions, and when his hon. 
friend spoke of the difference between collecting sab- 
scriptions for the waintenance of old churches and col- 
lecting subscriptions for the creation of new churches, 
it was because there was no organised machinery for the 
purpose, The difficulty would not exist if there were 

roper machinery for making the collection, and he 

lieved that if Cburch-rates were abolished diocesan 
boards would be established for the purpose, aud 
would collect larger sums for the maintenance 
of the fabric than were now collected by Church- 
rates. (Cheers.) Since he had been in the House he 
had noted down the number of churches withiu üfteen 
miles radius of the place in the country where he resided 
which had been either rebuilt or entirely restored dwing 
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the last twenty years—more than half of the whole 
number being vithin the last ten years. Of thirty churches 
within a radios of fifteen miles twenty-six had been rebuilt 
or restored, half of them being either new or entirely re- 
built, and the lowest sum expended on those churches 
was 60,0007. (Choers.). This bad been done indepen- 
dent of Church-rates altogether. What was the case in 
es were the Church-rate was the only resource? 
y, the clergymen of such rural parishes could not 
keep the roof watertight, the walls became n with 
damp, and appeals were constantly made to t in stey- 
ing the progress of dilapidation and decay. As a Charch- 
man, he contended that it would be greatly to the advan- 
tage of the Church, and a great discomfiture for her 
enemies, to get rid of this grievance. He wished the 
House could banish from the consideration of the ques- 
tion all party feeling, and look upon it with the eyes of 
common-sense, for he was confident every one woul 
then see that the right course was to abolish Church- 
rates altogether. (Cheers.) 


The cries of Divide“ now waxed louder, though Mr, 
Newdegate, who next rose, is too used to that ominous 
sound to be intimidated by it. Bat he promised to be 
brief. Come next Wednesday,” he said in effect, 
and in the most imploring tone, and I will lay 
before you a plan which will provide for the repair 
of the fabric of the Church, and heal this unhappy 
controversy.” Bat he did not remind the House 
that his plan had heen over and over again rejected by 
his own friends. Meanwhile, Colonel Taylor, the Con- 
servative whipber in, stole up the House and whispered 
in the ear of Mr. Disraeli. What the communication 
was may be judge l from the result. The Opposition 
leader, wh ose closing oration on the hereditary rights of 
vestries, K., KO., had been anxiously looked for, remained 
Axed in his seat. It wes clear the Conservatives were 
ready for the division, and it was whispered that they 
were not confident of victory. Perbaps Mr. Disraeli’s 
silencs saved his party some votes, but how is the country 
to be consoled for the loss of his speech! 


Sir John Trelawny made a brief reply—too brief in- 
deed for the division had been arranged for five o'clock, 
and it wanted five minutes to the hour when he sat 
down. The final issue may be described in the terms of 
the Times’ report :— 

Upon the Speaker formally directing strangers to with- 
draw, a large accession of members entered the House 
from the central lobby, and still further crowded the 
overcrowded limits within the chamber itself. The 
House seemed so full that it would have been worthy 
the fame of an Eastern magician to bave found space for 
& score more, to say nothing of the other four score of 
absent members. After a good deal of squeezing the 
different Jobbies were prevailed upon to contain for a 
few moments the contents of the House, so that the 
oe were enabled to pronounce it clear, and those 

proceeded to number the people's representa- 
tives. There was considerable interest taken in the re- 
sult, and some vain hopes were raised when it was noticed 
that the tellers for the Noes,“ who enter from behind 
the Speaker’s chair, had first completed their task. The 
tellers for the Ayes” walked from the bar a few minutes 
afterwards, and when the paper on which the numbers 
were insoribed was given to Colonel Taylor a deafening 
burst of cheers from the Opposition benches announced 
the defeat of the bill. 


The numbers were, — 


For the second reading oak 200 275 
Against it 100 * aga 285 
Majority against the Bill ~—10 


in and again the cheers were repeated, and if 
ble with more vigour when the Speaker declared 
result by which the Bill was lost. 


RATE BILL. 


We have great pleasure in giving a full report of 
the speech of Sir Charles Douglas in support of Sir 
John Trelawny’s bill last Wednesday :— 


I lament equally with Mr. Hardy the absence of the 
ne hon. gentleman (Mr. Estoourt). Mr. Hardy has 
the House he could say nothing new, and should 
say much that wastrue. Now, I think it was quite new 
to do as my hon, friend has done, viz., say nothing on 
the principle of the bill on the second ing, but only 
attack it on the ground that some of its supporters had 
ulterior intentions, and [ am sure it is not true, as my 
hon. friend has asserted, that this bill is the bill of the 
Liberation Society. It nated in the evidence of the 
Committee of 1851, of which I was a member, and was 
ht in by my hon. friend (Sir J. Trelawny) * 

I believe, the Liberation Society had an existence. 
shall, however, decline to discuss the supposed views of 
persons, and will confine myself to the principle 
of this bill and the various plaus in reference to it. 
The principle of this bill is that on which the E-tab- 
Church itself depends,—the right of private 
— in religious matters. Liberty of conscience, 
voluntary pri e, and the right of private judg- 
ment, are iden carried to their legitimate extent, 
and I am willing to meet opponents with 8 concession 
they may think necessary, consistently with the mainten- 
anepet the principle of this bill. The same reasons of prin- 
ciple apply with equal force to the question of abolition in 
country as in town It is now admitted by the 
majority of those hitherto to abolition that 
Church-rates, as a tax, must be abandoned in town 
Surely, in connection with the support of 
worship, it can neither be expedient nor just to 
tax a man io one place and not in another. All argu- 
ments for or against Church-rates apply equally in 
— 1 of the country. Local circumstances may 

it 
state of 


more or less inconvenient to see the 
the case, but in eo can be 
no difference whatever, The right of the few in 
the coun as that of the many ino a 


men in a country t paws may 

be too poor to su by voluntary efforts all expenses 
say you will no force 
urch-rate. With what justice, 
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then, can you force a ay wan, because he is a Churech- 
man, to pay a tax which the very concession you grant 
to his Dissenting friend (who may hate your Church) 
makes him feel the tax as a penalty inflicted by the 
State on him as the consequence of attachment 
to your Church which he loves? Do you believe 
that religion in Eogland depends on the Estab- 
lished Church being enabled the State to tax 
the people? I believe the power of voluntary sup 
port is illimitable, is general, and not local, and I do 
not believe there is less religious conviction in the 
country parish than the town, nor less power of pro- 
vision for the due performance of worship. Who now 
* reality rates in country parishes? Owners of 

through their tenants. Abolish Church-rates—the 
change would in effect only be that the landowner would 
pay direetly what he now does Ten for his volun- 


1 if not prompted by religion, would be 
cafheleakly ctinralased tbe on f-interest or shame. With 


regard to the Voluntary principle, it is a mistake to 
suppose that there is a general opposition to its recog- 
nition by Churchmen, or that there is not a strong wish 
on the part of Churchmen for a settlement of the Church- 
rate question in conformity with that principle. Sir 
Charles then quoted es from a sermon before the 
University of Oxford to show that Churchmen advocate 
the principle of this bill. He proceeded to show from 
Lord R. Cecil’s return that in the last thirty years, out 
of 2,296 new consecrated churchyards, 655 only had 
been es by the parish, while 1,641 had 
been the resalt of voluntary effort. The objection 
of Dissenters to Church rates is, that the Church 
has no right, by any vested superiority over them 
in religion or in politics to tax them against their 
will. They might give their money or not. They say, 
** Leave it to ourselves: we will not acknowledge the 
right.” By your schemes you uphold the right to 
which they object, for you demand a manifestation of 
their subsidiary position to the Church. In effect you 
rene, forgiving, and will let you of!” What can 
generons, „ you can 
be more galling to those to whom you profess to give 
equality in the exercise of their religious convictions ? 
It can * keep up and perpetuate the bitterness of 
spirit on either side. Better the open fights in vestry 
as now, than resort to such petty annoyance. Sach has 
been the progress of the last fifty years, that Noncon- 
formists of every shade are now recognised by law as 
religious communities equally with the Established 
Church. They have | property in their schools, 
public registry of their chapels, public teaching and 
praying as they please, marry how and where they like, 
and baptize their children or not. Thus, neither in 
connection with birth, death, or marriage, are they any 
longer inseparable from the Established Church. But not- 
withstanding this progres«, justice is «still incomplete. 
The Church-rate by compulsion is yet a link in the chain 
of that system for the destruction of which the present 
century has done so much, and to perfect which 
Churchmen and Dissenters are equally interested. By 
law, & man may ee or set up any creed or form of wor- 
ship, however adverse to the Church, also established 
eee By law his conscience is to be respected, and 
his right of ie — recognised. By various Acts the 
State has placed Dissent+rs on an equality with Church- 
men — by that equality the Church must abide. 
How in justice can you, by law, coerce a Dissenter to 
pay to the Church, unless you compel the Churchman to 
contribute to expenses contingent to Dissent? Every 
one admits that Church-rates are a grievance. No 
one denies a remedy should be found. It can only 
be found in the fall development of religious liberty— 
mere toleration is now a thing of the past— ect 
equality will alone give peace and contentment. The 
difficulty of any settlement except on the principle of 
this bill is now insuperable, all other schemes, aboot 
thirty-five in number, have failed. They may be included 
under four heads for convenience, viz—1. Registration of 
Dissenters. 2. Pew-rents. 3. Commutation as a rent- 
oharge. 4. A transfer of 2 now on parishes to 
® general charge to be paid by the government. The 
objections may be briefly stated. 1. Branding Dissenters ? 
2. Destruction of the Poor Man's Church by buying 
and — the opportunity of public worship. 5. A 
plausible ideain imitati en of tithe commutation, but 
you cannot commute for a rent charge, which in certain 
and perpetual, that which depends on the voice of a 
majority one year one way the vextanother. 4. Religious 
toleration would be then violated by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer instead of by a parochial squabble. The 
only remedy is a recourse to the voluntary principle, 
to disown } interference, to give no cause of col- 
lision with Dissenters, and, instead of vain attempts to 
force a tax to appeal not as ao E-tablishment but as a 
church to your own members. All schemes involving 
compromise of principle will fail, for while it may be 
wise to compromi<e in matters of expediency and detail, 
all attempts to compromise where religious feelings and 
rinciples are concerned, will only end in confusion. 
Buch cannot satisfy those Churchmen who uphold 
Church-rates, imagiving danger and loss of power to the 
Church without them, and those of the Church who 
advocate religious freedom, who prefer to rely on the 
first examples of Chri-tianity for its support rather than 
to vestry squabbles and power of the law, cannot support 
them; while Di-senters, distrusting your professions 
and despising your toleration, can never in such 
— acknowledge any settlement of their grievance. 
as the question of abolition “ gone back”? The way 
to ascertain that was to refer to the petitions presented 
to the House on the subject. The last time that any 
exertion was made respecting petitions the total number 
of signatures in support of Church-rates amounted to 
197, and against Church-rates 6 0,000. (Hear, 
hear.) He was quite aware that might not be con- 
sidered conclusive, and that it was alleged that the 
titions were got up by the Liberation Society; but 
E the Liberation Society did not interfere, as he was 
aware they had not for some time, then it was u 
that public opinion was changed. He (Sir C. Douglas) 
did not think it was changed, but that it could only be 
tested at a general election. (Hear, hear.) He thought 
it would be found at a general election that public 
opinion did nut coincide with the views of the bon. 
nileman opposite. In 1859 242 members voted in 
avour of the bill; in 1860 263 members voted for it, 
showing an ivorease of 21. As long as the question 
was discussed withou’ reference to party spirit, it had 
progressed, but in 1861 a t exertion was made 


to get up a state of party feeling on the subject, and 
then for the first time the majority for the bill was re- 


duced ; but even on that occasion 286 members voted 
in favour of the bill, showing an increase over the 
number that voted before. they were defeated 
last year, 236 members voted for tha bill, five move than 
voted for it in the previous vear, and 44 more than 
voted in favour of the bill in 1859 ~ clearly that 
whatever was the cause of Mr. Estoourt's ma of 
one, the determination to abolish was stronger than 
ever. How is it, then, that the minority of 74 in 850 
became a majority of 1 in 1862? The answer is in the 
fact that so long as the question was an open one on 
both sides of the House, it was treated by both only on 
its merits ; the force of reason alone prevailed, and 

and increasing majorities were the eonsequence, but in 
1860 that ceased to be the case on ome side. The course 
taken by the leader of —— — in and out 
of the House, made it a party qu n with them while 
it is still an open one with the Government. 
With a Cabinet divided on the question, how could 
gentlemen be brought up by the influence of the 
Government to support the bill? (Hear, hear). Sir 
Charles then proceeded to notice the proposal of 
Lord A. Charchill, which he was prepared to say, on 
the part of many influential Dis-enters, would he 
accepted if carried without alteration. He thought it 
had been unfairly described by the member for 
Leominster (Mr. Hardy), and he begged, therefore, to 
describe its intention and effect in Lord Ebury’s own 
words, viz. :— 

But I think I hear some one ay, Why, this is, im fact, 
givin: up Church-rates altogether.” To this I reply, that it is 
very far from being so. In the first place, insomuch as it is a 
relaxation of compulsory rating, it is identical in ple 
with every measure which has been brought forward for man 
years; the difference lies only in the manner im which it 
carried out. In the second, by the retention of all the existing 
machinery, and the form of making the rate, 
evidence is afforded of a Church Establishment in union with 
the State, whilst the Voluntary principle, to relieve the con- 
science of the most scrupulous separatist, is maintained. 


He thought the bill as it stood the best, but he was 
ready to accept the noble lord’s proposal as a settlement 
of the question. 


CHURCH-RATE DIVISION, 


Seconp Rerapinc.—APRIL 29. 


AYES, 275. 

Acton, Sir J D Ewart, J C Onslow, M 
Adair, H E Ewing, HE O'Reilly, M W 
Adraue, H J Fenwick, H Osborne, R 
Agar- Ellis, L Fermoy, Lord Owen, Sir HO 
Aloock, T Fitzroy, Lord F Padmore, R 
Angerstein, W Fitz*illiam, C W W Paget, C 
Antrobus, A Foley, H W Paget, Lord C 
Arhley, Lord Foljambe, F J 8 Paxton, Sir J 
Atherton, Sir W Forster, C ease, H 
As rton, Forster, W E Pender, J 
Aywun, RS Foster, wo Peto, Sir & M 

well, J Fortescue, Hon FD , Serjeant 

nes, E Fortescue, C kington, J 
Baring, T G French, Co Pinney, Col 
Barnes, T Gavin, Major Pollard-Urquhart, W 
Bass, MT Gibson, Rt Hon TM Ponson dy, A 
Basley, T Gil O Portman. Hon WH B 
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Hon G Lysley, W J Walter, J 
Dent, J D M Cann, J Warner, E 
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vans, , ue, The 
Evans, T W O’ Prall. R Sir J Trelawny 
Ewart, W Ogilvy, Sir J Mr H Russell 


May 6, 1863. 


THE 


ä—N— TT 


NOBS, 285. 
Aderley, Rt Hn CB Grogan, Sir R 
4 * Gurney, J 
Halliburton, T 


Mundy, W 
Mure, D 
Murray, W 


Anson. or 
1 Hn Gen Hamilton, Mejor Newdegate, C N 
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ANALYSIS OF THE DIVISION. 
MEMBERS WHO PAIRED. 
FOR THE BILL. AGAINST THE BILL. 
Visct. Palmerston (at Windsor), Hon. T. 8 Estoourt (ill). 
Andover Lord Cu 


Lord 0 Curzon 
Mr. Baxter. 


Mr. Blackburn, 
Mr. Hardcastle (on Continent). Mr, H. Corry. 
Mr. M. Dunne. Mr. Bond. 
Mr. Berkeley. Mr. Conolly. 
* Adam. ng om A all. 

r. Finlay. r. u th 
Mr. Morris. Mr. — 2 — 
Mr. Roe Mr. Willes Johnstone. 
Baron de Rothechild (ill). Mr. Franklyn. 

Mr. Danby Seymour Lord H Thynne. 
Mr. C. P. Grenfell Colonel Forde. 
Mr. Ingham. Mr. Macaulay 
Mr. Corbally. Mr. O’ Hara. 

Mr. M Mr. Tottenham. 
Mr. H. Herbert. Mr. Barrow (ill). 


ABOLITIONISTS ABSENT UNPAIRED. 


The following members who have usually supported 
the Bill—29 in number—were absent unpaired : 


English and Welsh—Mr. Crawshaw Bailey, Mr. 
Brocklehurst, Sir J. Elphinstone (Conservative), Mr. 
Garnett, Mr. Kershaw (ill), Mr. Marsh, Mr. W. Marshall, 
Mr. M too late), Mr. H. Robertson, Mr. Shafto, 
Hon, F. To 


(Conservative), Mr. Wrightson. 

Scotch (5 A. Agnew, Mr. Carnegie, Sir H. R. 
Davie, Mr. Matheson, Sir J. Matheson. 

Trish (10)—Sir J. Arnott, Mr. Blake, Sir T. Burke, 
Mr. Lanigan, Dr. Lyons, Mr. M‘Evoy. Mr. M' Mahon, 
‘Captain O'Connell, Mr. F. W. Russell, Mr. V. Scully. 

ABSENT OPPONENTS. 

Of those who have usually voted against the Bill the 

only absentees unpaired were :— 
nglish and Welsh—Mr. H. B. Baring, Lord E. 
Bruce, Captain Hanbury, 

Scotch —None. 

Irish -Mr. Boyd, Mr. Conolly, Mr. C. W. Cooper. 

Of the above it is believed none were absent whose 
votes could possibly have been obtained against the Bill. 

The absent neutrals were Sir J. Baring, Sir G. 
Bowyer, Lord J. Browne, Mr. J. W. Buller, Mr. Bar- 


he. Colonel Tynte, Sir H. Willoughby | ha 


— ——— — — — — — 


bour, Mr. Butt, Mr. Caleutt, Lord R. Clinton, Colonel 
Coke, Mr. Corbally, Mr. x, Mr. Gaskell, Mr. 
Greaves, Mr. Gurdon, Lord E. Howard, Mr. Ker, Lord 
A. Mr. Pritchard, Mr. Redmond, Mr. Sullivan, 
Col. V ur, Mr. Vernon, Mr. Western Wood. 
MISCELLANEOUS FACTS, 


Lord A. Churchill, who last year opposed, has now 
1 it, while Lord Raynham has voted with the 
„% Noes instead of the 7 


The abolitionists have six votes by electoral 
changes, in Cambri and at Radnor, Devon- 
ö and Southampton, and have gained two in East 

ent. 


On neither side was the number of votes equal to that 
in the division of last year; the “Ayes being 277, 
against 288 (including tellers), and the“ Noes” 257, 
against 289 (including tellers)—a falling off of 2 on the 
one side of 11 on the other. 


THE PRESS ON THE CHURCH-RATE 
DEBATE. 


The Times does not regard last Wednesday's decision 
as a settlement of the Church rate question, and 
wishes to see the question settled by compromise 
if possible, by abolition if it must be, but, if not, by 
any other method.” 


In quiet times such as the present a return which 
shows that the great majority parishes pay the rate 
without a murmur will be a conclusive fact. But, if we 
live long enough, we shall see before the end of the cen- 
tury a crisis or two when heads will be counted, and 


a thoroughly 
undeserved odium, and, what 
is even worse, grataitous injury. 

This injustice consists in the fact that the Church 
thas exposed to un ity and loss is really a 


tary efforts and sacrifices. 


Private generosity the most free and unbounded builds 
churches as fast as they are wanted, endows their minis- 
ters, and provides funds for the sustentation of the 
fabrics ; private generosity restores, rebaild«, en 
or tly improves churches ; private generosity ba 
and maintains schools, and other See 
of a well-conducted parish ; private generosity p es 
organs, organists, choirs; private generosity provides 
churchyards where anybody may be laid for very trifling 
fees under smooth tarf, by well-kept walks round 
edifices, with every likelihood of never being disturbed 
till long forgotten, or till the stone itself crumbles away. 
There is nothing for which private generosity is so sus- 
ceptible, s» prompt, so forward, so lavish, as anythi 
connected with a church and in the nature of a parooh 
institution. Everywhere a large class of persons, more 
or less moved by purely religious considerations, are 
ready to deny themselves much which is agreeable to 
their tastes, or even necessary to their position, in order 
to do something for the Church. People will not only 
stint themselves and their families, but they will even 
do wrong to their children, and inconvenience their 
creditors, in order to do very costly, and often very un- 
neces-ary, works for the Church. | 
Charch-rates are a real grievance to the clergy, who 
make great sacrifices for the Church, and who are 
‘compelled by party, or by professional spirit, to 
fight wretched battles for the trifling sams necessary 
for mending a broken pane, pointing old masonry, 
replacing a few tiles, repairing a churchyard fence.” 
What the Church does really want is somethio 
which no Charch-rates will ever give her, and whic 
would entirely dispense with their assistance. She 
wants more freedom of action. 


The dead hand” of a code, often obsolete, and of 
territorial arrangements, arbitrary in the extreme, 
stretches out everywhere from the past to control and 
often neutralise the present. A man by by 
self-election, ly inheritance, by personal favour, or by 

litical support, becomes possessed of a large and popu- 

parish, where for half a centary he must have it all 
his own way, if he has one. If it is his will aud pleasure 
to do nothing, he can easily prevent ene | ng done 
in the Church and for the Church, even though two- 
thirds of the people flow off, by the law of spiritual 
patios, to Dissent. Every sect may establish itself 
reely within that pale, and first one house of prayer, 
— — may * ere indestructible instinct 
power of religion. t if another clergyman were 
to intrude even into the chapel of the Union workhouse, 
he would be liable to prosecution in the Ecclesiastical 
Courts, and would lose caste with his brethren. No 
Bishop, no earthly power and authority, can interfere 
of seighens aden, coast tome puslions anyrepiven heb 
0 m orm any spiritual m 
tration, without ueoces far —＋ — than if 
he had to appear more than once in the Insolven' Debtors’ 
Court, besides an occasional rebuke from a police-magis- 
trate. At the will of the incumbent there is either to 
be a church school, or no or a bad one. The 
parish is hermeti sealed, if the air should be 
evidently exhausted, and vitality flag, the experiment 
must work itself out to its legitimate results. For balf 
a century, e Gospel on the full and faithful 
reception of which depends, we are told, our eternal 
ppiness, can only be delivered to those un fiveor 
ten thousand through e man whose principle is to do and 
say as little as ble, and allow neither interference 
nor assistance. Uf course no branch of the public service, 
civil or military, could ibly hold its od for a 
twelvemonth on this footing. t this is parochial 
system in that sense which the champions of the Church- 
rate are generally the loudest to maintain, and which the 
most mus ifleent church foanders and supp rters would 
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treasury, but, what i« of 
im of high 
academic distinction said to 
coming for her ministry. It is 
alarm now soands the loudest. 
8 all the Bishops—and it 
falling into the hands of the 
to on — obsolete 
ogical eges, 
Church rates, wo may soon all of 


make 

choice a St. George’s Cathedral and Mr. Spurgeon’s 
ac 

The Traminer lays the blame of Wednesday's 

defeat upon Government, four of whose 


members voted nat the bill, while SirG. Grey 
gave it but a half-hearted support. No wonder the 
Charch-rate Bill has been what the sporting mem bers 
of the Carlton call kicked out” of Parliament 
amid cheers and laughter. 

In a certain sense we must say that we are 
have come to this pass without 


nement. Ia cases of dangerous 

— a smart blow should be infiieted to 
sciousness of the patient, and to quicken the stagnating 
current in his veins, The cous has for some time 
been submitting to a of political 
has suffered itself to be laid in the lap of dream. We 


have always regretted that it should have er way to 
ment 
and suff 


what we deemed an unwise and unworthy 
of active vigilance in domestic 


likely to act virtuously and vigorously in 
as when it is pressed onwards by an active 


gent — party engeged, as every such party ought 


voluntary institution, actually supported by volun- | liberal 


settlement of the Church-rate questio 
elee we know of. Church-rates in Ireland 
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never give any encou 
Parliament shall have 
moved, and that Parliament will never 
until the —— 2 of doors have shown themselve 
to be in earnest in matter. 


i 


MR. NEWDEGATE’S CHUROH-RATE BILL. 


This bill stands for disoussion in the House of 
Commons on Wednesday (this day). It provides 
occupation whereo 


a © ney Ss eee f 
if thie act had not been 


the occu would, — 
be — be assessed to Church rates any 

after * 
0 


parish, shall be subject to an annual 
uniform rate of tw ster! 
the rateable value 


The precepts for the Church charge are to be issued 
along with the county or borough rate, or separately, 
if no county or borough rate is made. The ocoupier 
of any property, being tenant thereof, and 
liable as between himself and his landlord, 

of any deed or writing, made or to be mad 
Church rates or the Church charge, ei 
cally, or as in the general descri 
taxes, or otherwise, shall be enti 

sum paid by him for the Church 


next following payment of rent, in like manner 
deducts aoy sum paid by him for y-tax ; 
all landlords, mediate and i and their 


receivers and agents, shall allow such deduction, 
claimed, upon the receipt of the residue of the 
in like manner as in the case of the property-tax. 
The bill provides that no Ecclesiastical Court or 
officer | have any jurisdiction or authority over 
or in respect of the levying of the Church charge, and 
that no Church-rate be made in any parish 
after the let of December, 1863. 


Religious Intelligence. 


All the classes are free, but pupils in drawing- 


clase have to provide their own instruments. At six 
o’clock an excellent and abundant tea was supplied, 
to which 250 persons did ample justice. At seven 
o’clock, W. Gibson, Esq., treasurer of the Southwark 
Mission, took the chair, and after the 
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and, as it would appear, 
parish charch, who was 


Abt of Uniformity ; the first meet- 
by the chapel which antil 

bas served the purpose of the worshippers in 
1724, and one of the opening sermons was 

en preached by Dr. Edmund Calamy, the author 
the ‘‘ Nonconformist Memorials.” veral minis- 
whose names occapy a fair position in the his- 
of Dissent have occupied the pulpit, and 
than fifty years ago Dr. Raffles here first 
entered on the work. The Rev. Robert 
Macbeth acoe the te ten years since, but 
a series of notoward events had then occasioned so 


fl 
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A 
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what could be done to recover the lost ground. 
— — at first by a committee of — Te from 
ensington congregation, whose help, however, 
the friends at Hammersmith were soem atte to dis- 
with, he devoted himself to this most arduous 
— and under 


a new place of worship should be 
enient and unsight! 4 ＋ — 

oon v u . now been su 
175 a most commodious — elegant structure. The 
d building, which still stands immediately to the 
rear of the new one, will henceforth be used as the 
Sanday-school, The style of the new building is 
decorated Gothic, and is 70 feet long by 39 wide, 
with aisles, apse, and galleries, The absence of 
turrets, pinnacles, or other useless ornamentation, is 
worthy of notice, the architect having trusted solely 
to good ions and bold details (particularly io 
the windows) to produce a handsome and striking 
building. The entire appearance of the chapel, both 
exterior and interior, —— an unusual combina- 

tion of simplicity and beauty, admirably a 

to the sacred purposes for which it is intended, and 
reflects the highest credit on all those who have 
taken part in its erection. The architect is Mr. 
Salter, of Chanocery-lane, assisted by Mr. Dean, 
The opening services on Tuesday commenced in the 
morning with Divine worship at eleven o'clock. 
After singing Dr. Watts’s version of the 100th 
Psalm, the Rev. R. Macbeth, minister of the chapel, 
read the Soriptures aud offered a dedicatory prayer. 
The further devotional services were co noted by 
the Revs. J. Stoughton, of Kensington, Dr. Leech- 
man, and J. E. Richards, of Hammersmith. The 
cher on the occasion was the Rev. Samuel Mar- 
tin, who took as his text 1 Peter i. 24, 25. In the 
afternoon the leading supporters of the cause, with 
their families, dined together in the old chapel, 
which had been elaborately and elegantly decorated 
by the ladies, A very well-arranged and comfort 
meal was then discussed by a company of 
nearly 150 persons, and after this part of the busi- 
ness been disposed of, Robert Hanbury, Exq., 
M.P., took the chair, and, in unaffected utterances, 
which came unmistakeably from the heart of a truly 
pious as well as a most catholic man, expressed his 
pleasure at being able to help and encourage an 
evangelical minister and congregation to enlarge 
their boundaries and increase the accommodation 
for Divine worship. The appalling ignorance and 
irreligion of the metropolis was such that no single 
denomination of Christians could possibly hope to 
ple with it; bu: if all of them together exerted 
Somer to the 3 ton 1 —— an im- 
pression u it. He felt bound, therefore, to give 
what ne he could to any efforts for this = 
pose, and he responded to the invitation given him 
to be present on this occasion because he was well 
assured that the Gospel would be most faithfally 
2 within the walls of the new place they 
now erected. The Rev. R. Macbeth briefly 
stated some of the circumstances attending the erec- 
tion of the new chapel, and in a few genial sentences 
distributed due meed of praise to the gentlemen 
who had taken an active part in the work. This 
elicited some pleasant and hearty responses from 
various gentlemen, and it was evident that the 
warmest sympathy and most entire <confidence 
existed between the esteemed pastor and his people. 
Mr. Hanbury being compelled to leave at this part 
of the proceedings, the chair was taken by H. 
Wright, . Mr. Jones, the treasurer of the 
building „ then gsve a financial statement. 
The entire cost of the building and fittings is esti- 


- mated at 2, 700l., of which 1,700/. have been already 


a sum of oy is 111 
I- Buildi Society, who wi vance 
Soot enon the usual conditions. The Rev. John 
Stoughton, Rev. Chas. Gilbert, Rev. L. Water- 
house (Wesleyan), and Kev. J. Stent (Baptist), 
afterwards briefly addressed the meeting, expressed 
their interest in the ocoasion which had 4 — the 
meeting together, their esteem for Mr. Macbeth, 
their interest in his Jabours, and their entire satis- 


faction with the new building. The old chapel was | gran 


crowded at five o’clook by the numerous company 


‘who had assembled for tea, Io the evening the 


Rev. James Hamilton, D. D., preached a deeply im- 
pressive sermon to a large congregation. 


here | to the amount of 30. in the meeting. A new itine- 


Y | morning, the ministers and delegates from the various 


Deesrsuire ConxcrecationaAL Usion.—The 
Derbyshire Con ional Union held their annoal 
— r on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 2ist and 
Dad ult., at Belper, onder the presidency of J. H. 
Halme, Eeq., Cliffe House, Carbar. The reports 
from various churches and ststions were on the 
i The funds were not so good as 
in former years, but were supplemented by promises 


racy was commenced in the north-western part of 
the county, which promises to be very successfal., 
The first evening was devoted to a sermon by the 
Rev. H. H. Ollard, of Derby. The second 
evening a public meeting was held, F. Midwood, 
E- q., the chair. Interesting a dresses were 
delivered by the Revs. H. Tarrant, of Derby, and 
W. Platts, of Bakewell, and a well-written, elabo- 
rate, and carefally- red paper was also read by 
the Rev. J. Dale, of Heanor. So large an attendance 
had not been obtained for many years, and the whole 
of the proceedings were very satisfactory. 

Surrotk Oonereegationat Uxtox.— The annual 
services in connection with the above Union were 
held in Ipswich the week before last. The proceed- 
ings commenced by a sermon being preached in the 
Tacket-street Chapel, on Tuerdsy evening, by the 
Rev. J. Stoughton, of London. On Wednesday 


Congregational churches in the county assembled at 
the commodious school-room connected with Tacket- 
street Chapel, where the business of the Union was 
transacted, the Rer. Eliezer Jones in the chair. The 
business of the day consisted of voting sums in aid of 
various churches in the Union, and also of heariog 
reports of their operations during the past year, which 
in many instances were extremely encouraging. At 
the afternoon meeting, Mr. Morley said he appeared 
before them that day as the treasurer of the Home 
Missionary Society, which position he had felt it a 
privilege to hold forthe past three years. He believed 
that hitherto they had made a fatal mistake in press- 
ing for an inorease of distinct churches, instead of 
grouping villages together, and employing evangelists 
amongst them. The result of their past efforts, as was 
witnessed that day, had left them a goodly number of 
exceedingly dependent Independent churches. The 
Home Missionary Society felt that the work they had 
undertaken was too little church-work, and it was 
their present endeavour to arouse the churches, and to 
call forth and develope fully their powers of usefulne+s 
amongst the populations that surround them. He 
had looked at their balance-sheet, and could not for 
a moment betieve that it was a fair representation of 
Christian earnestness of Suffol&, He confessed 
his devoted attachment to their ecclesiastical system, 
and believed it to be Scriptural in itself and thoroughly 
to the English mind, but in their churches 

there were yet stored up large resources of both money 
and labour, which needed to be developed and em- 
ployed. He was satisfied that an association com- 
of pious working men—instead of those who 
tried to atone for a lack of service by subscribing an 
annual guinea to the society’s funds—would, in ten 
years, put quite a different face on the state of reli- 
ious affairs in the country around them. If the 
friends of the Suffolk Congregational Union would 
make their income 500/. next year, instead of 150/., he 


good congregation bad assembled. The Rev. Philip 
Colborne again presided, and in his opening address, 
dwelt especially upon the 1 of the emall and se- 
claded country charches, e Rev. John Alexander 
read the report, which stated that in connexion with 
the Bicentenary, there was last year an outlay by 
ya ae churches of the county of 2,328“. Mr. 
Alexander then read extracts from reports of the 
various stations, which left a strong impression of 
the value of the self-denying labours. of those good 
men whose lot it is to toil in the villages and hamlets 
of the county. The Rev. W. Griffith, of Great 
Yarmouth, said the ministers and delegates of the 
different churches had not been able that day to meet 
more than about four-fifths of the claims made upon 
them. Only about 79/. or 80“. had been disbursed, 

and there had been 8 brought in for upwards 

of 1002. The Rev. W. Tritton, of Yarmouth, ex- 

pressed bis attachment to the association, but men- 

tioned that his own district bad contributed more 

than one-third of the income. That oaght not to be. 

More money was much needed, for the stipends of 
some ministers were so small that he wondered how 

they got food and clothes, much more books. The 

Rev. E. Stallybrass, of Burnham, made some remarks 

as to the difficulties and opposition they had to en- 

counter in the agricultural districts, after which the 

meeting was brought to a close, 


HAMPSHIRE AssociATION.—The spring meetings 
of this association were held at Bournemouth on 
Tuesday and Wedoesday last, and were tolerably well 
attended. There was a public tea and meeting on 
Tacsday, over which G. O. Aldridge, Esq., presided, 
and at which the report of the Sunday School Uniog 
was read by Mr. W. Lankester. It stated there 
are, in connection with the Union, 1,135 teachers, 
aod 9,777 scholars, Daring the term, 37 lectures 
have been delivered to the scholars on various appro- 
> subjects. Upwards of 500“. had been raised 

y the scholars during the year for many worthy 
parposes. Oa Wednesday a meeting of ministers 
vook place, succeeded by a public devotional service, 
an address being delivered by the Rev. E. G. Cecil, 
of Portsmouth. This was succeeded by the meeting 
for business of ministers and delegates. The secretary 
laid before the meeting digests of the work done by 
the different evangelists during the h.lf-year, ending 
March 25th, as furnished by their journals, There 
digests gave satisfactory evidence both of the 
efficiency and great seed tee this kind of agency. A 
strong feeling was expressed by the meeting in 
favour of this kind of agency, aud a proposal was 
made by Mr. Tice that a separate fand should be 
raised exclusively for the support of evangelists. This 
proposal was well received, and is to come up for 
tinal decision at the autumnal meeting of the Union, 
In the evening a sermon was preached by the Rev. 
R. W. Crosbie, M. A., LL. B., of Romsey, after which 
the sacrament of the Lord's — 1 was ad- 
— ge by the Rev. J. Woodwark, of Christ- 
church. 


SawsripcewortTs. — The new Congregational 
church in this village, pastor, Rev. James Wood, 
was formally opened for public worship on Wednes- 
day, April 29, when two sermons were preached, 
the morning sermon by the Rev. Samuel Martin, of 
Westminster, and the evening sermon by the Rev. 


would give them 50/. per annum for three years as a 
stimulus. (Hear, hear.) The great want of the 
present day was a kind of agency adapted to the great 
masses of the people, and this he believed to be the 
increased employment of evangelists. Mr. Morley 
concluded his earnest and stirring address by urging | 
those before him to take up the consideration of the 
subject he had introduced at once, expressing his con- | 
viction that where activity existed in a Christian com- 

munity there was undoubtedly the greatest amount of 
spiritual life. The Rev. J. H. Wilson next addressed 


gested was the grouping together of several villages 
around a common centre, where should be located the 


tions of his charge, preaching on the Sabbath-day 
morning in one village, and in the afternoon preach- 


be conducted by evangelists—men whose hearts should 
discussion ensued, in which Mr. Grimwade strongly 
practical resolution should be adopted. It was finally 


time. In the evening a numerously-attended meeting 
of the members and friends of the society was held in 


addresses in advocacy of home missions. On the 
platform were Manning Prentice, Esq., in the chair ; 
S. Morley, Esq., of London; E. Grimwade, Esq.; Rev. 
J. H. Wilson, Rev. E. Jones, Rev. J. Raven, Rev. 
John Grey, Rev. J. Steer, Sudbury; Rev. J. Reeve, 
Stowmarket ; and Rev. G. Hinde. The Rev. E. Jones 
read the report, and the meeting was addressed by 
Mr. Morley, Rev. J. H. Wilson, and Rev. J. Steer. 
NorFrotk ASSOCIATION OF CONGREGATIONAL 
Cuurcuss.—This association held its annual meet- 
ings in the Chapel-in-the-Field, Norwich, on Wed- 
nesday last. At twelve o’clock, the ministers and 
delegates met for the transaction of business in the 
Vestry, under the presidency of the Rev. P. Col- 
borne; when one of the secregaries having read the 
annual re and extracts from the reports furnished 
by the ministers and missionaries whose stations re- 
ceive pecuniary aid from the association, the usual 
ts were made. At three o'clock, the ministers 
and delegates were joined by a few ladies and gentle- 
men at a cold collation provided in the beautiful new 
school-room attached to the building. In the evening, 


the annual meeting was held in the chapel, wherea 


th eeting, pointi ut that the plan they sug- 
4111. . Auans had been altered to the utmost of its ca bility and 


als should visit th tlyi : 
pastor, who at intervals sho visit the outlying por- bor 450 adults, on the ground floor, and 150 children 


saree : in * hould : 
ng Sy Enea, wy ee —— with moveable shutters) which will accommodate 
be warm, and whose lives should be earnest. A long 
urged that the meeting would not separate until some | 


resolved to hold a second conference at some future © 


St. Nicholas-street Chapel for the purpose of bearing Burton and Son, of Sawbridgeworth. 


John Stoughton, of Kensington. Many neighbour- 


ing ministers were present and took part in the 
interesting services of the day. Though the weather 
was rather unfavourable, the congregations were 
large and liberal; the two collections amounting to 


100“. On Sanday, May 3rd, two sermons were 


preached in the above edifice, thatin the morning by 
the Rev. F. Edwards (late of Leeds), and that in the 
evening by the Rev. T. R. Stephenson, of Harlow, 
The united collections were 14. This church takes 
the place of a neat, but slight, lath and plaster 
structure, erected about fifty years since, and which 


worth. The old building had accommodation, with 
its galleries, for 300 adults and 200,children, the new 


in front gallery; while, along the north side of the 
church, is a school (separated from it by four arches, 


200 more. The building is in the decorated style of 
Gothic architecture, of very early date, and has a 
equare tower, with high slated roof, at the janction 
of charch and school, thus providing access to the 

allery. The buildings are from desigas by Messrs. 

oulton and Woodman, Reading, and the works 
have been very satisfactorily carried out by Messrs, 
e total 
cost, inclading front wall, lighting, and professional 
charges, will be about 2,000/. Towards this sum 
the con tion, by the kind aid of friends, have 
raised during the year, 1, 370“. (including the 
materials of the old building, valued at 100/.), thus 
leaving a debt of 630/., towards which the English 
Congregational Chapel-building Society have kindly 
voted a loan of 200/. repayable in ten years without 
interest. Very beautifully is the Nonconformist 
church here illustrating the power of the Voluntary 
principle, this being the second great effort which it 
bas made during the present pastorate of thirteen 
years, The first effort occurred six years ago, 
when the people purchased a minister's residence 
at a cost of more than 4001. And it is pleas- 
ing to find that, notwithstanding these extra 
efforts, the funds of existing institutions connected 
with the church have never suffered any dimiou- 


tion. 


be —œ 
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